NEWS OF THE AUSTRIAN DECLARATION OP WAR
mobilization, and so to a European war. A partial mobili-
zation, on the contrary, was less likely to call forth imme-
diate counter-measures from Germany.17 But even this
would probably lead to Austrian general mobilization and
so place European peace in serious jeopardy. But whether
consciousness of these facts outweighed in his mind the ar-
guments of the military technicians as to the folly and im-
possibility of a partial mobilization is not clear. He decided
that the time had come for some mobilization and so in-
formed lanushkevich. In any event the four districts of
Odessa, Kiev, Moscow and Kazan were to be mobilized, in
accordance with the announcement which he was making
to the Powers. He left it to lanushkevich to argue next
morning with the Tsar in favor of general mobilization.18
17 Cf. Izvolski to Sazonov tg. no. 197, July 27: "Jules Cambon tele-
graphs from Berlin that, in answer to his question of what attitude Ger-
many would take towards a partial mobilization in Russia, Jagow stated
that such a mobilization would not be followed by German mobilization;
but that, if Russia attacked Austria, Germany would at once reply by
an attack on Russia" (M.F.R., p. 516; L.N., II, 282). Similarly also
Bronevski to Sazonov, July 27, quoting Jagow as saying: "We shall
mobilize if Russia mobilizes on our frontier, or if Russian troops advance
on Austrian soil" (Krasnyi Arkhiv, I, p. 173).
is In Fateful Years Sazonov says (p. 188): "The Council of Ministers,
with the Tsar presiding, decided to mobilize at once the four military
districts." But there is no other substantial indication of any such Council
of Ministers on July 28, and it is most unlikely. He may be confusing
in his mind the Councils of July 24 and July 25. Recouly to be sure,
says (p. 158} that the question of partial or general mobilization was "long
discussed on Wednesday, July 28" at 5:00 P.M. at a conference between
lanushkevich, Sukhomlinov, Sazonov and Neratov. But Recouly's state-
ment is open to three objections: (1) July 28 was not "Wednesday" but
Tuesday; (2) Sazonov was so occupied with the conversations noted above
on the afternoon of July 28 that he would hardly have had time for a
"long discussion" before going out for his audience at Peterhof; (3)
Recouly says General Danilov gave him the details of this conference,
but Danilov himself in his memoirs (Russland in Weltkrieg, Berlin, 1925,
pp. 16-22), while giving the same arguments in favor of general mobili-
zation as those repeated by Recouly, does not mention Sazonov or Nera-
tov as being present at any such conference; he mentions beside him-
self only the military specialists, lanushkevich, Dobrorolski, and Ronzhin,
the head of the Department of Military Transportation. Renouvin (p.
133 ff.), however, it may be noted, accepts Recouly's account without
question.

